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Update on Dan River
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Update on Dan River
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Other coal ash-related actions

Cape Fear Plant




Belews Creek :
(Belews Creek Ny Dan River Mayo

Buck ®en 'O Roxboro  (Roon, N0
(Salisbury, NC) (Semora, NC)

Marshall

Cape Fear
(Moncure, NC)

Update on coal ash management plan
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Update on coal ash management plan
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Update on coal ash management plan
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Update on coal ash management plan

Basin Four - Inactive since the early 1970s




Update on coal ash management plan
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Update on coal ash management plan

L : Comprehensive

* Internal strategic * Third-party, * Intensive analysis

team independent review and closure
+ Reports directly to of all ash basin strategies for each
CEO Lynn Good facilities site
« Complete by May « Complete by end of
31 year




Update on coal ash management plan — Sutton, Riverbend and Cliffside
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Update on coal ash management plan — Asheville Plant
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Reuse options
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Solutions take time
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Solutions take funding

The comprehensive, long-term closure strategy to be developed for remaining sites by the end of 2014 will be a site-specific, fact-based approach.
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Baseline Assumption

Full Excavation

All-Dry Systems

M Increment to all-dry pneumatic bottom ash
handling systems and thermally-driven
evaporation of other process water

M Increment to excavate fo landfills (versus
hybrid cap in place) at 10 remaining sites
(timeframe 20 to 30 years), pending site-
specific analysis

Dry bottom ash handling & fly ash reliability
improvements

B Additional costs associated with Duke's
proposal in the March 12 Governor's Letter
(Move three sites to new, lined structural fills
or landfills; continue Asheville structural fill;
convert remaining units to dry fly ash)

Hybnid cap in place closure at 10 sites not
specifically addressed in March 12
Governor's Letter

[

Duke Energy supports a prudent, environmentally sound, and cost effective solution
along this spectrum that addresses both active and retired sites.

Notes: Assumes non-hazardous designation by the U.S. EPA
All costs expressed are rough order of magnitude estimates. These are subject to detailed engineering studies and do not include financing, inflation and increased operations and maintenance costs.
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